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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-3, 6-8 and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Oh et al. (US Patent 5781696), hereinafter referred to as Oh, and in 

view of Quatieri ("Discrete-Time Speech Signal Processing" Prentice Hall, 2002, pp. 

595-597), hereinafter referred to as Quatieri. 

Regarding claim 1, Oh discloses an apparatus for speed-variable audio 
playback. Oh's teachings include: 

• retrieving frames of the original audio signal (Fig. 5, original signal, necessarily in 
frames/segments); 

• skipping frames at a rate according to a desired playback speed (col. 5, lines 60- 
65, doubling the audio play-back speed is achieved by selecting every other frame); 

• wherein said desired playback speed is greater than the original playback speed 
(col. 5, lines 60-65, doubling speed); 

• applying a window function to the remaining frames (col. 5, line 65 through col. 
6, line 2, applying a window function); 
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• converting the signal with the windowed frames from digital to analog forma (col. 
6, lines 35-38); and 

• using the original frequency to playback the analog format signal (col. 6, lines 38- 
46, where the original playback rate would necessarily be used). 

But Oh does not specifically teach "receiving the encoded original audio signal." 
However, the examiner contends that this concept was well known in the art, as taught 
by QuatierL 

In the same field of endeavor, Quatieri teaches the use of speech coding where 
coding techniques can be used to transmit and receive coded speech (p. 595, Fig. 12.1, 
note speech is received and decoded). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Oh by specifically providing the features, as 
taught by Quatieri, because it is well known in the art at the time of invention the coding 
of a speech signal reduces the bit-rate (Quatieri p. 595, 1J1) and the combining of coding 
with speed-variable audio playback expands the range of applicability of Oh's speed 
variable technique (Oh, abstract, note applications that include multimedia equipment 
and computers). 

Regarding claim 2, Oh in view of Quatieri teaches everything claimed, as applied 
above (see claim 1). In addition, Quatieri teaches "the encoded original audio signal is 
encoded in the frequency domain using one of a plurality of encoding schemes, the 
method further comprising frequency-domain decoding of the encoded original audio 
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signal" (in pp. 595-597, various encoding techniques are discussed including frequency 
domain techniques [LPC, subband coding, etc.] where inverse operations are 
performed, 1J1). 

Regarding claim 3, Oh in view of Quatieri teaches everything claimed, as applied 
above (see claim 2). In addition, Quatieri teaches "decoding said encoded signal using 
a decoding scheme corresponding to said one of a plurality of encoding schemes; 
applying an inverse transform to the encoded audio signal; and applying an inverse 
window function" (see rejection of claim 2; Fig. 12.1 includes decoding, p. 595, in the 
last sentence of 1J1, at the receiver the inverse operations are performed). 

Regarding claim 6, this claim has limitations similar to claim 1 and is rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 7, this claim has limitations similar to claim 2 and is rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 8, this claim has limitations similar to claim 3 and is rejected for 
the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 11, this claim has limitations similar to claim 1 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 
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Regarding claim 12, this claim has limitations similar to claim 2 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 13, this claim has limitations similar to claim 3 and is rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 16, Oh in view of Quatieri teaches everything claimed, as 
applied above (see claim 1). In addition, Oh teaches "skipping frames at a rate 
according to a desired playback speed further comprises skipping frames at a rate 
' according to a desired playback speed, wherein the frames correspond to time 
intervals" (col. 2, lines 26-54, xm(n) corresponds to a sample interval used to generate 
a speech source component; col. 5, lines 40-65, speech source components are 
deleted to adjust playback speed). 

Regarding claims 17 and 18, these claims have limitations similar to claim 16 
and are rejected for the same reasons. 

2. Claims 4, 5, 9, 10, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Oh in view of Quatieri and further in view of well known prior art 
(MPEP 2144.03). 
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Regarding claims 4 and 5, Oh in view of Quatieri teaches everything claimed, as 
applied above (see claim 1). In addition, Oh teaches the use of a variable to for 
determining play-back speed (col. 6, line 34). But Oh does not specifically teach "the 
desired playback speed is a predefined default value" or "the desired playback speed 
is a programmable value." However, the examiner takes official notice of the fact that 
the setting of a variable to a predefined [constant or initial] value or allowing it to be 
adjustable was well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Oh as described above, because such 
techniques are commonly used in software-based applications. 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, these claims have limitations that are similar to 
claims 4 and 5 and are rejected for the same reasons. 

Regarding claims 14 and 15, these claims have limitations similar to claims 4 
and 5 and are rejected for the same reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 9/25/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 



4. Applicant asserts on REMARKS page: 
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Assignee respectfully submits that "skipping frames" does not read on 
"selecting every other speech source". It is further noted that the speech 
components are extracted on the basis described in Col. 2, Line 28 - Col. 
3, Line 5. 



Oh teaches the generation of frames based on a windowing function (col. 2, lines 
26-54), where x(n) corresponds to the input audio signal and x m (n) is the modulated 
audio signal (i.e. a frame or a partition of samples from the audio signal). Oh further 
teaches that x m (n) is then used to generate a speech source component (first equation 
in col. 2), and that the speech source components are deleted to increase playback 
speed (col. 5, lines 40-65). In other words, deleting (or skipping) a speech component 
corresponds to deleting a window (or frame), where this is done to adjust the playback 
speed. 



5. Applicant further asserts: 

Moreover, while "skipping frames" does not read on "selecting 
every other speech source", Oh clearly does not teach "skipping frames at 
a rate according to a desired playback speed, wherein the frames 
correspond to time intervals" as recited by claims 16-18. It is submitted 
that the "speech source" are defined as described in Oh, Col. 2, Line 28 - 
Col. 3, Line 5, but clearly the "speech source" do not "correspond to time 
intervals". Accordingly, it is submitted that claims 16-18 should be allowed 
notwithstanding claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 . 



As stated above, a speech source component corresponds to a window (xm(n)), 
which is over a time interval. And a speech source component can be deleted (skipped) 
to adjust the playback speech (col. 5, lines 40-45). 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to V. Paul Harper whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7605. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Edouard can be reached on (571) 272-7603. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 



Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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